A SHORTER HISTORY OF ENGLAND
Parliament, one Isaac Butt, devised a demand other than the
old demand for the repeal of the Union. He acted in flank
instead of in front. Self-governing colonies, which were now
an accepted factor in the British scheme, had made it possible
to suggest the autonomy of Ireland under another form, to
which Butt gave the name of Home Rule. It was no longer to
be a question, as in the old days, of two independent kingdoms
side by side, England and Ireland, both under one Crown (the
word f Empire' was not yet popular), but of Ireland's being given
a Parliament of her own, such as had already been set up, for
instance, in Canada. Matters concerning the whole of what was
later commonly to be called the Empire were to remain under
the Parliament at Westminster, but all Irish affairs should
depend upon a popularly elected Parliament sitting in Dublin.
The effect of the extended franchise and the ballot between
them had been to send to Westminster so many members for
Ireland in support of those ideas that they formed more than
half the total Irish representation in the British Parliament.
Among these was a young man whose character lent the
new movement everything it needed—discipline, unity, a clear
aim, and consistent method. This man was Charles Stewart
Parnell. He was of pure English descent on his father's side, a
Protestant and a landlord, formed by an English education (at
Cambridge); but his mother was an Irish-American who* had
trained him in an implacable hostility to England. He was
elected for County Meath at the age of twenty-nine, in the year
1876, and rapidly became the leader of the whole movement*
The method devised by him and supported by another Irish
Protestant of great energy, Biggar, was that of rendering the old
Parliamentary system of government in England impossible
until the Irish national claims should have been met. The
Nationalist Party, which soon came to have the support of all
Ireland except the anti-national Orange group, and which
numbered over seventy members, were bound together under
Parnell in a rigid and most effective fashion: they were pledged
to the simple programme of national self-government, and they
arranged to use the rules of the House of Commons in such a
fashion as to make that assembly futile—that is, for breaking
down its old free method of working, through which alone it
could have dignity or be effective. To meet the most dangerous
form of attack upon them, which would be bribery, each member
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